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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~- 

K'f™5P L )' ^ LE ° I 2 D t°T ber 2 ,? 03 FA,LS T0 PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

PERIOD FOR REPi Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) 0 The period for reply expires 4_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) D IT^TuZl^/ T^ 5 i 1) ** "l!!"," 9 d3t , e ° f thiS Advisory Action ' or (2) me date set ,ortn in »» final Action, whichever is later. In 

™v™Jf n "!f Sta,Ut0ry penod for reply expire later man SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 

TOftOW ™ E RRST REPLY ^ F ' LED W,TH ' N ™° M ° NTHS ° F ™ E F ' NAL REJECTI °" S ee MPEP 

fa. hfvnhfL^r, 0 ^^!" 1 !^^ ° btained Under 37 CFR 1136(a) - The date on 4,16 P e,ition «nder 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension 
fee have ton ffled B the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee Tto SSSteSton^ 

■m^ fifl ( J • CheC ? ed ; Any reply rece,ved by tne 0ffice la,er tnan ftree montns after ^ mailing date of the final rejection even if 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 'ejection, even it 

1 A Notice of Appeal was filed on 12 December 2003. Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.Q The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or ' y 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 

NOTE: . 

3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4. D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). ei " 

5. D The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)D request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: . 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. D For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)Q will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. D The drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. ^ Other: see attachment 
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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

THE REPLY FILED 12 December 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1 .1 1 3 may only be either: (1 ) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
condition for aHowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.1 14. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) [3 The period for reply expires 4_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later 

no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 
ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 
706.07(f). 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension 
fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension 
fee under 37 CFR 11 7(a) is calculated from: (1 ) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action- or 
(2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection even if' 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 .E3 A Notipe of Appeal was filed on 12 December 2003 . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1 .191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. D The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected' J claims. 

NOTE: . 

3. Q Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4. D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. D The a)Q affidavit, b)Q exhibit, or c)Q request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: . 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. D For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)Q will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 



In 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. D The drawing correction filed on is a)Q approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10.13 Other: see attachment 



David M Brunsman 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 1755 
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Applicant's response filed 12 December 2003 has been carefully considered. 
Applicant argues that the Rule 131 affidavit filed is sufficient to overcome the only 
remaining rejections based on 102(e). Applicant argues that the present application is 
claiming a different invention than the patent relied upon. Applicant specifically states "the 
present application is not claiming the same invention - 35 U.S.C. §101 - as the cited 
patent." Rule 131(a)(1) (reproduced below) states that prior invention may not be 
established if the rejection is based upon a U.S. Patent to another which claims the same 
patentable invention as defined in § 1.601(n). 601(n) sets forth that "same patentable 
invention" is defined with respect to 35 U.S.C. §102 or §103. In the prior office action, the 
examiner explicitly stated "This invention is anticipated by claims 1, 2, and 14 of the 
patent." Applicant has acceded to this finding as no rebuttal thereto has been 
filed. 

§ 1.131 Affidavit or declaration of prior invention. 

(a) When any claim of an application or a patent under reexamination is rejected, 
die inventor of the subject matter of the rejected claim, the owner of the patent 
under reexamination, or the party qualified under §§ 1.42, 1.43, or 1.47, may 
submit an appropriate oath or declaration to establish invention of die subject 
matter of the rejected claim prior to the effective date of the reference or activity 
on which die rejection is based. The effective date of a U.S. patent, U.S. patent 
application publication, or international application publication under PCT Article 
21(2) is die earlier of its publication date or date tiiat it is effective as a reference 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). Prior invention may not be established under diis 
section in any country other dian die United States, a NAFTA country, or a 
WTO member country. Prior invention may not be established under diis section 
before December 8, 1993, in a NAFTA country odier than the United States, or 
before January 1 , 1996. in a WTO member country odier tlian a NAFTA 
country. Prior invention may not be established under this section if eidier: 

(1 ) The rej ection is based upon aU.S. patent or U. S . patent application 
publication of a pendiig or patented application to anotiier or odiers which 
claims the same patentable invention as defined in § 1 .601 (n); or 
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§1.601 



(n) Invention "A" is die same patentable imention as an invention "B" when 
invention "A" is the same as (35 U.S.C. 102) or is obvious (35 U.S.C. 103) in 

view of invention T assuming invention "B" is prior ait with respect to invention 
"A \ Invention "A" is a separate patentable imention with respect to invention 
"B when invention "A" is new (35 U.S.C. 102) and non -obvious (js U S C 
1 03) ii view of invention "B" assimiing invention "B" is prior art with respect to 
Mventioir'A". 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David M Brunsman whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1365. The examiner can normally be reached on M, W, F, Sa; 6:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Bell can be reached on 571-272-1362. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 



0661. 



David M Brunsman 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1755 ^ 



DMB 
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